Perhaps the best known objection to the "ontological" argument of St. Anselm is that "exists" is not a predicate, or, in the material mode, that existence is not a property. It is an objection that defenders of the argument like Norman Ma1colm 1 , Charles Hartshorne 2 , and Alvin Plantinga 3 accept, and it is in part because they accept it that they find a modal form of the argument necessary.
forms of the argument are affected by the doctrine that "exists" is not a predicate.
Sometimes "'exists' is not a predicate" is used to make points more appropriately discussed without reference to the doctrine, such as that existence propositions cannot be necessary, or that 'exists' differs from other (grammatical) predicates in that whatever has any of them must have it -Le., whatever is talked about (truly) must exist. Thus when Gassendi says that "existence is aperfection neither in God nor in anything else; it is rather that in the absence of which there is no perfection,,,6 the gist of what he is saying is that whatever has properties must exist. And when Kant says that "every reasonable ferson must [admit] that all existential statements are synthetic," he is merely saying that no existential statement like "God exists" can be necessary, the Kantian synthetic apriori not being (or so he thinks) in question here. What I will be concemed with in this essay is attempts to develop the claim that "exists" is not a predicate in relative independence of such doctrines. 8 On the face of it, "exists" is a predicate. "God exists" and "Sally runs" have the same (surface) grammatical structure. The burden is on the objector to show that appearances are deceiving, and that what is significant is that "exists" is, though a "logical", not a "real" predicate,9 or, though a "grammatical", not a "logical" one. 1 0 Or to put the matter in the material mode, he must show that existence only appears to be a property, that it is not one in truth. It is to be presumed that things are what they seem, that what is a predicate in surface gramm ar is one all the way down, even if a predicate of a peculiar sort. This does not mean that reparsing for philosophical purposes is forbidden: only that the case for such reparsing must be made.
